INTRODUCTION
Following the September 2001 terrorist attacks on the United States, much support for torture interrogation of terrorists has emerged in the public forum, largely based on the "ticking bomb" scenario. National polls have reported 45% 1 and 32% 2 approval; a large web-site vote indicated 73% approval. 3 The appeal was that rare use of torture interrogation of key terrorists could thwart terrorist plans of mass destruction at minimal cost to civil liberties and democratic process. Moreover, a strictly monitored legal program would eliminate current, illegal covert programs. 4 The [T]here is a tragic conflict between the principles by which we wish to live together, "with liberty and justice for all," and the duty and conscience of those who bear responsibility for protecting the lives of others. Extracting information from the enemy is vital to the fulfillment of that responsibility and torture and degradation can deliver it I aim to demonstrate the contrary, that torture and degradation do not deliver as advertised, that torture interrogation fails overall as a counterterrorist tactic to create public security. In addition, the establishment of an official torture interrogation program produces long-term dysfunctions in key institutions-notably health care, biomedical research, the police, the judiciary, and the military-due to institutional dynamics that are independent of the original moral rationale for torture. Deontological and virtue ethics provide incisive arguments against torture interrogation. But these arguments do not drive public consensus on which duties or virtues should be upheld by government officials and scientists at the cost of devastation by terrorists. As a social psychologist I wish to speak directly to those whose institutional positions render them accountable for national security in a utilitarian framework.
a Therefore, I
consider the practical aspects of a potential domestic program of torture interrogation.
PLANNING A PROGRAM OF TORTURE INTERROGATION
Ethicist John Rawls proposed that any utilitarian moral argument for a program of action should include assessment of the practices required to implement that program. For with careful attention to implementation, there is less danger of adopting means that do not actually reach the desired ends.
7 This is the course I pursue. I pass over
